IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

F036325 Rasheed v. Sylvester, et al.
No brief having been filed by appellant after notice duly given
under rule 17(a) of the California Rules of Court, IT ISHEREBY
ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is dismissed.

F030391 Ghimenti v. Vision Care Center, et al.

The judgment is affirmed. Wiseman, J.

We concur: Dibiaso, Acting P.J.; Levy, J.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
F033823 People v. Adams

IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled
action is dismissed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
F033823 People v. Adams

The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
F029860 Takahashi v. Estate of Douglas Cone

The judgment is affirmed. Wiseman, J.

We concur: Dibiaso, Acting P.J.; Vartabedian, J.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
F034675 In re Curtis M., a Minor

The orders of the juvenile court are affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
F031210 People v. Spiller

The judgment is affirmed with modifications. Levy, J.

We concur: Harris, Acting P.J.; Buckley, J.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
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IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

McAfee etc. v. Chambers
The judgment is reversed, and remanded for further proceedings.
Costs are awarded to appellant. Wiseman, J.

We concur: Dibiaso, Acting P.J.; Thaxter, J.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

In re Jenna C., a Minor
Appellant’ s petition for rehearing filed herein is denied.

People v. Calderon

Ora argument having been waived in the above-entitled case in
accordance with the provisions of a notice mailed to counsel, the
calendar date heretofore set is vacated and the case is submitted for
decision.

People v. Sanders et al.

The judgment as to both Sanders and McDaniedl is reversed, and
the superior court is directed to grant defendants motions to suppress
the evidence seized from their residence. Wiseman, J.

We concur: Thaxter, Acting P.J.; Harris, J.
[CERTIFIED FOR PUBLICATION]
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